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REMARKS 

Claims 1, 3 to 14, 16, 18, 19, and 21 to 34 were pending in the above-identified application 
when last examined Applicant has amended claims 1, 3, 4, 5, 7 to 14, 16, 18, 19, 29, 30, 32, 33, and 
34, and canceled claims 6 and 1 2. 

§ 102 Rejections 

The Examiner rejected claims 1 , 3 to 7, 9 to 14, 16, 18, 19, and 24 to 34 under 35 U.S.C. 
§ 102(b) as being anticipated by U.S. Patent No. 5,642,478 ("Chen et at "). 

Claim 1 and it&-dependent claims 

Regarding claim 1, the Examiner stated; 

Chen discloses a node controller (Figure 1 , 38) for a node (Figure 1, 16) in a data 
storage system, the node being linked to another node (Figure 1,18) and the 
nodes being coupled to a same host device (Figure 1,12) and same storage device 
(Figure 1, 26), each node comprising one computer-memory complex (Figure 1, 
30) and ontroller (Figure I, 38) distinct from said one computer- 

memory complex, the node controller being operable to transfer data between the 
two nodes as instructed by a eonput ex-memory complex of the node but without 
any Anther intervention by the computer-memory complex, the node controller 
comprising a cluster memory (Figure 1, 32) for storing data being transferred 
between the two nodes. 

December 30, 2005 Office Action, p. 2, paragraph 3. Applicant respectfully traverses. 

Claim 1 recites a node controller that is distinct from a computer-memory complex. Fig. 2 of 
the present disclosure illustrates a computer-memory convex 18 in one embodiment of the 
invention. As can be seen, computer-memory complex 1 8 includes one or more CPUs 30a and 30b 
connected by a main controller 24 to a system memory 32. Claim 1 further recites that the node 
controller includes a memory controller for accessing a cluster memory. Accordingly, the cluster 
memory is distinct from the system memory of the computer-memory complex 

The Examiner has identified node processor 30 of Chen et al. as the recited computer-memory 
complex in claim 1, node controller 38 of Chen et al. as the recited node controller in claim 1, and 
node memory space 32 as the recited cluster memory in claim 1 . However, Chen et al. discloses that 
node processor 30 is only a microprocessor without a system memory. "Node processor 30 is 
preferably embodied as an integrated circuit (IC) microprocessor coupled to node controller 38 by an 
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internal control bus 40," Chen et al, col 7, lines 29 to 31. Thus, Chen et al. fails to disclose the 
recited computer-memory complex in claim 1. 

Applicant notes that node processor 30, node controller 38, and node memory space 32 of 
Chen et aL better correspond to CPUs 30a and 30b, main controller 24, and system memory 32 of 
computer-memory complex 18 in the present disclosure. If so applied, Chen et al. fails to disclose 
the recited node controller and cluster memory in claim 1. 

Applicant has rebutted similar rejections before in the October 4, 2004 Amendment and the 
March 24, 2005 Amendment when the Examiner cited U.S. Patent No. 6,026,464 ("Cohen") against 
the present disclosure. Applicant notes that both Cohen and Chen et al. fail to disclose either the 
recited computer-memory complex or the recited node controller and cluster memory in claim 1 . 

Claims 3 to 5, 7, 28, and 34 depend from claim 1 and are patentable over Chen et aL for at 
least the same reasons as claim 1 . 

Applicant has canceled claim 6, thereby rendering its rejection moot 

Claim 9 and its dependent claims 

Claim 9 has similar limitations as claim 1. Claim 9 is therefore patentable over Chen et al for 
at least the same reasons as claim 1 . 

Claims 10, 1 1, 13, 14, 16, and 33 depend from claim 9 and are patentable over Chen et al for 
at least the same reasons as claim 9. 

Applicant has canceled claim 12, thereby rendering its rejection moot. 
Claim 18 and ita dep endent: fifoy™ 

Claim 18 has similar limitations as claim 1 . Claim 18 is therefore patentable over Chen et al. 
for at least the same reasons as claim 1 . 

Claims 19, 24 to 27 depend from claim 18 and are patentable over Chen et al. for at least the 
same reasons as claim 18, 



-9- 



SerialNo. 09/883,681 



PAGE 11/12* RCVDAT 3/3012006 11:49:38 PM [Eastern Standard Time] ' SVR:USPTO-EFXRF-5/12* DNlS:2738300 ■ CS1D:4083820481 ' DURATION (mm-ss):03-24 



63/^0/2006 21:06 4083820481 



PATENT LAW GROUP LLP 



PAGE 12/12 



Claim 29 and its dependent claims 

Claim 29 has similar limitations as claim 1. Claim 29 is therefore patentable over Chen et al. 
for at least the same reasons as claim 1 - 

Claims 30 to 32 depend from claim 29 and are patentable over Chen et al for at least the same 
reasons as claim 29. 

-$ 103 Rejections 

The Examiner rejected claim 8 f 14, 21 to 23 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being obvious in 
view of Chen et al. and what is well known in the art. 

Claim 8 depends from claim 1 and is patentable for at least the same reasons as claim 1 . 

Claim 1 4 depends from claim 9 and is patentable for at least the same reasons as claim 9. 

Claims 21 to 23 depend from claim 18 and are patentable for at least the same reasons as 
claim 18. 

Summary 

Claims 1, 3 to 14, 16, 18, 19, and 21 to 34 were pending in the above-identified application 
when last examined. Applicant has amended claims 1, 3, 4, 5, 7 to 14, 16, 18, 19, 29, 30, 32, 33, and 
34, and canceled claims 6 and 12. For the above reasons, Applicant respectfully requests the 
Examiner with withdraw the claim rejections and allow claims 1, 3 to 5, 7 to 1 1 , 13, 14, 16, 18, 1 9, 
and 21 to 34. Should the Examiner have any questions, please call the undersigned at (408) 382- 
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